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REMARKS 



Initially, applicant would like to thanlr th» p • 
telephonic interview she conducted with r ^ courte °«* 

specific agreement was reacied ■"-xta™ were discussed, ^ 

Upon entry of the present amendment, the clsim ■ * 
application re^j,, claims 1-10 and 14 t '° a » IiMti <"' claims in the 

Claims! is ^dJl^L ? W, " eh0taimSl mdI8M » 

» defiae that the poc k ., openir* ma y ^ " *» -ended 

bag system of cla(lns ! and , 8 simiIai „, ^ ^ 5 2 f aspect of the * 

Apphcaot^spectthfiysuhm^that^ar S '' " >a, ' d ' 8 ' 

Closure, iaccdh,, ^ w " ^ ~ * «*- 

mutteris introduced bytne ahove amendments. """"""PMNly submits thatnonew 

Rciectiop Tr,^-,. ^ 5 Ufir ^ m 

'• The Examiner has rejecmd claims 1-5 and 14.. 7 . „ 

"ocipated by Maruyama et al. It is the Bxan, *' a "' S - CJ 02 <»> - U=.cd.y 

Action, and finther discussed in a "Response m7 ' " "* f<mh 2 ° f *• °«*» 

'° W " S ^°^^^ ( cnnvexedfin m rrw™Vh" k ^^ 8 " a,a 
^'--been defied in the independent clairnTT ^ ^ ""^ - ^e term 



Upon careful consideration and in light of the -h« 

^verses such rejection and submits that the JZl &PpHc! *« «^Oy 

* oag system, for substantially the same 
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-sons « forth ,„ A^ta-B, e.g.. the pMaaim 37 ofMamyama's air bag attends 
ou^rfiy/in . « ^ ^ ^.^^ M fte ^ ^ rf ^ ^ 
* the p/n„, s of claim ^ ^ 3? fc ^ ta a 

the fcnees ofm MvidlIal seafcd on , ^ ^ fa ^.^ "« 

port.cn of a chiid safety sea, on an occupant sea, when the A ^ „ inilated . ^ 

~»"^««invva r d ly „ ftheair ^ wtenft ^ rbagkinifoldsd 

We <,//*« .nflaudairbag as now defined in independent claim 1 . 

Additionally, app , i<!lmt notes ,„ at „,„ ^ coi]ment ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

have vanous placements, is contradicted by Cain, 3 which defines tha, the sea, ia „onn«d on an 
occupant seat. 

Basedon the foregoing, applicant respectfWly submits that the rejection of 1 -5 and 1 4-1 7 
respectfully requested that such rejection be reconsidered and ^thdnnvn. 
Rejection T fader .15 IT£n <p pgja) 

2 The Examiner has also rejected claims 6- 20 under 35 USC s 1 fw=\ , ». • 

, , cr J;) u; ><- § 103(a) as being unpatentable 

ova, Maruyama in view of Mihn. a, .1. (us Patent 5,30o,043, as se, form on page 3 
Oft.ce Action. ,. ft is the Examined position tha, it ^ have bcCT obvlous „ 

Applicant 's Resp on.w. 

U ^^*°->de^ 
clanns b- 2 0 are dearly patency dishnc, over dm Manryama and Mihn, references, J 
tbose reasons as discard above Native „ independent data in reM „„ „ M^y^. (wWch m n „, 
overcome by any teaching of Mihm), an. because the proposed modification big 

man any teachmg or suggestion which may be fairly gleaned fiom me references themselves 
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Relative to the proposed modification, wc note that th» 

of the ai, bag ,o ptotec. a passengers „. d °™ Wa "">' *» *• !»*. 

bagbyase,vin glMh< , d L ^' S5 ^ m,itiSdiffl ^ ,t0 "^«- 
a ctnoa. 1 nerefoie, Maiuyama discloses that the air bapitmti< ,. 

pIeat48isfonn e d 5 otha,the a irba C ca n he u ^ ^ Partc ^ in Mlhm, the bead 

inattneanrbag can be eas ,| y bent when it is inflated 

Given that the main portion of Manama's air ba& l }? Hn *J , 
the instrument panel and doe, not iodud La i ^ downw -*y -ound 
*e a. w ou ld never consider " * ^^-^*^I^-dlWIn 

oecause there is no reason/motivation to do so 
Moreover, applicant respectfully submits that neither reference ieaches 
pocket extending ins ide of „ inflated ^ . efe ™ ce te **- or suggests a 

lower surface of the air bag whichhas ! ' ^ ^ ^ f °™ d 

Dag ' wmc n has a predetermined denth anrt „„ 

°" <*-* e.e. as defined in clain, , 8 ^2 , ? ^ ^ * 

**fcr* in the dependent claims. m 18 '° rana ' rb »S^vi 1 , gt he rel a K d fta , <lres 

Baaed on the foregoing, applicant respectfully submit, ■ 

accordingly i, is respectfully requested that , h ^ refc ™<*» * overcome, and 

smiMm ^ " yreqUeSttdthi ' tS, ' ch ^«°'>beeeco^ i de re da„dwi,h <taw n. 

d». • - db — «-» * oftheaddMonal fearmes set ,.„„„., ^ 



8 
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Conclusion 

In conclusion, applicant has overcome th» rr • 

distinct thereover. y ^ h ° f * e P™** cIa ™s i s clearly patentably 

The application is now believe t« k • 
i S eam est I ysoIicited . ^ * * m ** ^owance, and a nonce to this ef f Cct 

If the Examiner is not fully convinced of all of th. • 

respectfUly requests that the Examiner teleoh. 
»~us^^ 

An RCE is being fi , ed concurrently herewith 
Favorable reconsideration is respect^y 



Customer No. 2 1 828 /| Respectfu,, yA«bmitted J 



24101 NoviRd, Ste. 100 



.^.^ /Joseph p. Carrier 

Novi, Michigan 48375 / / Attorney for Applicant 

09 December, 2003 [ / Registration No 3 1 7 4S 

(248) 344-4422 



Dated: 09 December, 2003 
JPC/ms 
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